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An international comparison of surface texture parameters quantification on polymer artefacts using optical instruments
An international comparison of optical instruments measuring polymer surfaces with arithmetic mean height values in the
sub-micrometre range has been carried out. The comparison involved sixteen optical surface texture instruments (focus
variation instruments, confocal microscopes and coherent scanning interferometers) from thirteen research laboratories
worldwide. Results demonstrated that: (i)Agreement among different instruments could be achieved to a limited extent; (ii)
standardisedguidelines for uncertainty evaluation of areal surface parameters are needed for users; (iii) it is essentialthat





Organisations: Department of Mechanical Engineering, Manufacturing Engineering, Mitutoyo Research Center Europe,
University of Nottingham, Lego Systems A/S
Authors: Tosello, G. (Intern), Haitjema, H. (Ekstern), Leach, R. (Ekstern), Quagliotti, D. (Intern), Gasparin, S. (Ekstern),
Hansen, H. N. (Intern)
Pages: 529-532
Publication date: 2016
Main Research Area: Technical/natural sciences
 
Publication information





BFI (2017): BFI-level 2 
Web of Science (2017): Indexed Yes 
BFI (2016): BFI-level 2 
Scopus rating (2016): CiteScore 3.93 SJR 1.672 SNIP 3.072 
Web of Science (2016): Indexed yes 
BFI (2015): BFI-level 2 
Scopus rating (2015): SJR 1.839 SNIP 3.185 CiteScore 3.83 
Web of Science (2015): Indexed yes 
BFI (2014): BFI-level 2 
Scopus rating (2014): SJR 2.73 SNIP 3.99 CiteScore 4.39 
Web of Science (2014): Indexed yes 
BFI (2013): BFI-level 2 
Scopus rating (2013): SJR 2.455 SNIP 3.875 CiteScore 3.87 
ISI indexed (2013): ISI indexed yes 
Web of Science (2013): Indexed yes 
BFI (2012): BFI-level 2 
Scopus rating (2012): SJR 2.175 SNIP 4.2 CiteScore 3.04 
ISI indexed (2012): ISI indexed yes 
Web of Science (2012): Indexed yes 
BFI (2011): BFI-level 2 
Scopus rating (2011): SJR 2.153 SNIP 3.507 CiteScore 2.81 
ISI indexed (2011): ISI indexed yes 
Web of Science (2011): Indexed yes 
BFI (2010): BFI-level 2 
Scopus rating (2010): SJR 2.172 SNIP 3.45 
Web of Science (2010): Indexed yes 
BFI (2009): BFI-level 2 
Scopus rating (2009): SJR 1.625 SNIP 2.205 
Web of Science (2009): Indexed yes 
BFI (2008): BFI-level 1 
Scopus rating (2008): SJR 1.069 SNIP 1.615 
Web of Science (2008): Indexed yes 
Scopus rating (2007): SJR 1.145 SNIP 1.482 
Web of Science (2007): Indexed yes 
Scopus rating (2006): SJR 0.867 SNIP 1.962 
Web of Science (2006): Indexed yes 
Scopus rating (2005): SJR 0.936 SNIP 1.843 
Web of Science (2005): Indexed yes 
Scopus rating (2004): SJR 1.575 SNIP 2.264 
Web of Science (2004): Indexed yes 
Scopus rating (2003): SJR 1.155 SNIP 1.703 
Web of Science (2003): Indexed yes 
Scopus rating (2002): SJR 0.82 SNIP 2.063 
Web of Science (2002): Indexed yes 
Scopus rating (2001): SJR 0.576 SNIP 2.107 
Web of Science (2001): Indexed yes 
Scopus rating (2000): SJR 1.088 SNIP 1.907 
Web of Science (2000): Indexed yes 







Publication: Research - peer-review › Journal article – Annual report year: 2016
 
